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ABSTRACT 1 
 2 
Understanding the mechanisms controlling secondary succession in tropical dry forests is 3 
important for the conservation and restoration of this highly threatened biome. Canopy-forming 4 
trees in tropical forests strongly influence later stages of succession through their effect on woody 5 
plant regeneration. In dry forests, this may be complex given the seasonal interplay of water and 6 
light limitations. We reviewed observational and experimental studies to assess (1) the relative 7 
importance of positive and negative effects of established trees on regeneration, (2) the 8 
mechanisms underlying these effects, and (3) to test the "stress gradient hypothesis" in 9 
successional tropical dry forests. The effects of established trees on seed dispersal, seed survival 10 
and seed germination—either through direct changes to moisture and temperature regimes or 11 
mediated by seed dispersers and predators—are mainly positive. The balance between positive 12 
and negative effects on seedling establishment is more complex and depends on the season and 13 
leaf phenology of both trees and seedlings. Seedling survival is generally enhanced by 14 
established trees mitigating dry conditions. Established trees have counteracting effects on water 15 
and light availability that influence seedling growth. The probability of a positive effect of 16 
established trees on seedling survival decreases with increased rainfall, which supports the stress 17 
gradient hypothesis. Priorities for future research are experiments to test for facilitation and 18 
competition and their underlying mechanisms, long-term studies evaluating how these effects 19 
change with ontogeny, and studies focussing on the species-specificity of interactions. 20 
 21 
Key words: competition; facilitation; germination; seed dispersal; seedling establishment; shade 22 
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PLANT-PLANT INTERACTIONS ARE IMPORTANT FOR STRUCTURING PLANT POPULATIONS AND 1 
COMMUNITIES (Bertness & Callaway 1994) and can influence ecological processes and patterns 2 
up to the landscape scale (Bruno et al. 2003). These interactions are influenced by the direct or 3 
indirect ways that one plant makes the abiotic and biotic environment more favourable (i.e., 4 
facilitation) or unfavourable (i.e., competition) for another (Callaway 2007, Brooker et al. 2008). 5 
Following major disturbance the interactions between the first established plants and subsequent 6 
ones are critical for understanding of succession (Connell & Slatyer 1977, Brooker et al. 2008), 7 
but succession is a complex process also involving other factors that act across scales, such as 8 
land use and disturbance history, seed dispersal limitation, soil properties, plant-animal 9 
interactions (Chazdon 2003, Hobbs et al. 2007, Holl 2012), and stochastic events (Young et al. 10 
2005). 11 
Tropical dry forests (TDF) have undergone widespread conversion to agriculture 12 
(Sanchez-Azofeifa & Portillo-Quintero 2011) and are one of the Earth’s most threatened 13 
ecosystems (Janzen 1988, Miles et al. 2006). However, they have been far less studied than 14 
tropical moist and temperate forests (Quesada et al. 2009). Many TDF have regrown after the 15 
abandonment of agriculture and are undergoing secondary succession driven by remnant 16 
organisms or their propagules (Chazdon 2003). A better understanding of the ecology of TDF 17 
secondary succession is needed to inform the design of science-based restoration practices 18 
(Vieira & Scariot 2006b), as well as to test ecological theories and models. 19 
The stress gradient hypothesis predicts that facilitation is more important when 20 
environmental conditions are particularly harsh (Bertness & Callaway 1994, Callaway 1995, 21 
Callaway & Walker 1997). Tropical dry forests are highly seasonal environments, meaning they 22 
are also seasonally stressful ones. During the rainy season water is rarely limiting and instead 23 
light becomes the main factor limiting regeneration. Moreover, micro-climatic conditions change 24 
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during early secondary succession in TDF because of the rapid increase in stem density, cover 1 
and above-ground biomass (Kennard 2002, Lebrija-Trejos et al. 2010, Maza-Villalobos et al. 2 
2011, Becknell et al. 2012). Shade of established trees can increase soil moisture by reducing air 3 
and soil temperature and increasing relative humidity (Lebrija-Trejos et al. 2011), which lowers 4 
transpiration from tree seedlings and other sub-canopy plants. Litter from established trees also 5 
reduces evaporation from the soil surface, and its decomposition enhances soil organic matter 6 
that increases water retention in the soil (Sayer 2006, Xiong et al. 2008). However, these effects 7 
are strongly counteracted by the transpiration of canopy trees, which acts as the major sink for 8 
soil moisture in forests (Lebrija-Trejos et al. 2011). In contrast, if the roots of canopy trees take 9 
up water from deeper in the soil (hydraulic lift), this can increase water availability to shallower-10 
rooted seedlings (Callaway 2007). The balance between positive and negative interactions in 11 
successional TDF is therefore complex and dependant on the life stage of the individuals 12 
involved, their physiology, indirect interactions via other organisms, and the intensity of abiotic 13 
constraints (Callaway & Walker 1997). 14 
Our objective is to understand the mechanisms by which the first generation of trees 15 
regenerating in successional TDF (referred to hereafter as “established trees”) influences the 16 
regeneration of woody plants from the local species pool, and therefore secondary succession. 17 
We focus on the early and critical stages of the process of regeneration (sensu Grubb 1977)—18 
seed dispersal, survival of seeds, germination and seedling establishment (Poorter 2007) to 19 
answer the following questions. (1) What is the relative importance of positive and negative 20 
effects of established trees on woody plant regeneration? We expect that overall the effects of 21 
established trees are positive, i.e., they ameliorate the stressful environmental conditions in TDF. 22 
We also expect that the effects of established trees vary across the stages of regeneration because 23 
of the changing requirements of young plants. (2) What are the mechanisms by which established 24 
4 
 
trees influence regeneration? We expect that the primary direct mechanism by which established 1 
trees influence regeneration is by providing cover that mitigates harsh micro-climatic conditions. 2 
However, we predict that this positive effect is less important for seedling growth because growth 3 
occurs mainly during the wet season when availability of water is generally not limited (Rincón 4 
& Huante 1993). We also expect indirect effects of established trees mediated by animals, 5 
especially for the seed dispersal stage. (3) Finally, do previously published studies of 6 
regeneration in TDF support the stress gradient hypothesis? We expected the positive effect of 7 
established trees to be more important in sites with a low mean annual rainfall (MAR) where 8 
water availability is more limited. 9 
 10 
METHODS  11 
 12 
SELECTION OF STUDIES FOR REVIEW.—In April 2012, we searched the Web of Science and Science 13 
Direct databases using the following combination of keywords (succession* OR secondary) AND 14 
tropical AND dry AND forest* AND (competition OR facilitation OR nurse* OR restoration). 15 
We supplemented this search with a small number of additional studies found via the references 16 
cited in the included studies. The search was updated regularly until June 2015 using the same 17 
search strategy. 18 
 19 
SELECTION CRITERIA.—We selected for inclusion in our review all studies meeting the following 20 
two criteria. First, studies had to be conducted in TDF, defined as forests with a mean annual 21 
rainfall (MAR) of 500-2000 mm and mean annual temperature (MAT) >17 °C (Holdridge 1967, 22 
Becknell et al. 2012) with at least three months of severe drought (rainfall <100 mm) (Sanchez-23 
Azofeifa et al. 2005). This includes forests with varying degrees of deciduousness (Vieira & 24 
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Scariot 2006b). Second, studies had to focus on forests undergoing secondary succession. We 1 
excluded from our review studies of succession on sites where the disturbance was such that soil 2 
was initially lacking (e.g., due to mining or volcanic eruption), because processes occurring 3 
during primary succession differ from those occurring during secondary succession (Chazdon 4 
2003). Moreover, secondary succession is far more common than primary succession in the TDF 5 
biome because of the attractiveness of TDF for human activities and particularly agriculture 6 
(Aronson et al. 2005). Alternatively, studies were selected for inclusion that tested the effect of 7 
established trees by comparing them with open areas or by comparing different types of tree 8 
cover, or manipulated environmental conditions (e.g., by shading or additional watering) in a 9 
natural or controlled environment (e.g., shadehouse). 10 
 11 
DATA COLLECTION.—We sorted the selected studies by the regeneration stage they investigated: 12 
seed dispersal, seed survival, seed germination and seedling establishment. We use the term seed 13 
to refer to the dispersal unit, sometimes called a propagule or dispersule, because for the majority 14 
of species considered the unit is a seed. However, in some species the unit also included part or 15 
all of the fruit. In addition, while the seedling establishment phase starts with seed germination, 16 
definitions of the end of this phase are often quite arbitrary (Grubb 1977). Some definitions, 17 
mainly for forest vegetation surveys, propose a maximum seedling size, generally 1 or 1.3 m 18 
(Newton 2007). However, the time needed to reach this size can vary greatly depending on the 19 
species and environmental conditions, which is why most studies of seedling establishment are 20 
carried out for a fixed time period after germination. For the studies we reviewed that reported 21 
this time period the average was 20 months (range: 2-50 months). We therefore consider the 22 
seedling establishment phase as approximately the first two years of the life of a tree, recognizing 23 
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it can extend up to four years. Throughout the text we report seedling survival and growth for the 1 
duration of the seedling establishment phase considered by the original studies. 2 
To evaluate the relative importance of positive and negative effects of established trees on 3 
each woody plant regeneration stage, we searched the selected studies for results comparing each 4 
regeneration stage at (1) different stages of succession or (2) between areas with established trees 5 
and open areas. These comparisons summarize the net outcome of positive and negative effects 6 
of established trees on subsequently establishing ones; for this reason, we favour the use of the 7 
terms “net positive effects” or “net negative effects” rather than facilitation or competition. 8 
To understand which mechanisms underlie the effect of established trees on woody plant 9 
regeneration we used studies testing the correlation between the outcome of the regeneration 10 
stage under consideration and the environmental factors being manipulated or compared. For 11 
example, to test the effect of shade provided by established trees on seedling growth, we used 12 
studies testing for correlations between seedling growth and the amount of shade. When we 13 
found no such studies, we searched the discussion of the selected studies for possible hypotheses 14 
regarding the mechanisms. 15 
Finally, data on MAR reported in studies was used to test if the net effect of established 16 
trees depends on MAR. 17 
 18 
DATA ANALYSIS.—Although we initially hoped to conduct a meta-analysis of effect sizes for each 19 
of the research questions (Koricheva & Gurevitch 2014), we were unable to because of the low 20 
number of studies for some questions, the heterogeneous measures of plant responses and 21 
treatments applied, and because few of the studies reported any measure of variance in their 22 
results. To test the stress gradient hypothesis in the context of regeneration in TDF secondary 23 
succession, we analysed the net outcome of the effect of established trees on seedlings with 24 
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logistic regressions (binomial generalized linear models with logit link function), using both 1 
survival and growth as dependent variables. To test for net positive effects, we scored as ‘1’ 2 
studies that show a net positive effect and ‘0’ studies that show a non-significant or negative 3 
effect. In contrast, to test for net negative effects, we scored ‘1’ for studies that show a net 4 
negative effect and ‘0’ those that report a non-significant or positive effect. We then used these 5 
values to fit four models (for net positive and negative effects, and for survival and growth) 6 
against the MAR using the R statistical programming language (R core team 2013). The low 7 
number of studies found for the other stages of regeneration did not allow such analysis. 8 
 9 
RESULTS 10 
 11 
SELECTED STUDIES.—The first search yielded 206 studies, of which 29 met our criteria (Table 1). 12 
The numbers of studies for each methodological approach were quite similar (Table 1). For the 13 
studies of forests that were undergoing secondary succession, the previous land-use was generally 14 
agriculture (cultivation or pasture) and the timing varied from immediately after abandonment to 15 
several decades later (Table 2). Of studies meeting our criteria, 20 were carried out in the 16 
Neotropics (69% of all included studies), mainly in Mexico, Brazil and Costa Rica. Four studies 17 
were carried out in Asia (14%), three in the Pacific (Hawaii, 10%), and two in Africa (Ethiopia, 18 
7%). 19 
 20 
EVIDENCE OF POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE INTERACTIONS AND THE UNDERLYING MECHANISMS.—The 21 
numbers of studies on seed dispersal, seed survival and seed germination were very low (five, 22 
three and four, respectively). There were 21 studies on the seedling establishment stage (Table 1). 23 
Ten studies reported the overall net outcome of established trees on seedlings (Table 3). Eight 24 
8 
 
experimental studies artificially controlled light and water availability (Table 4). A summary of 1 
the positive and negative effects of established trees on regeneration and the mechanisms 2 
influencing each stage of regeneration is presented in Fig. 1. 3 
 4 
STRESS GRADIENT HYPOTHESIS.—Due to low number of studies, we were only able to test the 5 
stress gradient hypothesis with studies of seedling establishment. We found that the probability of 6 
a net positive effect of established trees on survival of seedlings decreased with increasing 7 
rainfall (χ2 test P = 0.008, R² = 0.43), whereas the probability of a net negative effect increases 8 
with rainfall (P = 0.009, R² = 0.56) (Fig. 2). In contrast, there was no evidence of a correlation 9 
between net positive effect (P = 0.853) or net negative effect (P = 0.862) on seedling growth and 10 
MAR. 11 
 12 
DISCUSSION 13 
 14 
EFFECTS OF ESTABLISHED TREES ON SEED DISPERSAL.— Areas with established trees have been 15 
shown to have enhanced seed rain when compared with open areas (Callaway 2007), and the 16 
results of studies conducted in TDF are consistent with this observation. However, we also found 17 
that this is highly dependent on the seed dispersal agent. For zoochorous seeds this effect is 18 
mediated by animal dispersers, mainly birds and bats, which are attracted by established trees that 19 
can provide perches or food (Vieira & Scariot 2006b) (Fig. 1). Studies of seedlings often show a 20 
high percentage of zoochorous species under tree canopies (Wydhayagarn et al. 2009), and 21 
chronosequence studies show an increase in the proportion of zoochorous species during 22 
secondary succession (Opler et al. 1980). Ferguson et al. (2003) also observed that the 23 
recruitment of fleshy-fruited individuals was higher when trees were present in the previous land-24 
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use (agroforestry and swidden cultivation), and that it was positively correlated with the basal 1 
area of trees present at the start of succession. Features of trees responsible for attraction of 2 
dispersers are not well understood, however. It is probable that animal dispersers are attracted to 3 
particular tree species because of their flowers and fruits, branching structures, or sizes 4 
(Wydhayagarn et al. 2009). Zelikova and Breed (2008) also suggested that established trees can 5 
affect the dispersal of seeds by ants; they found that seeds of two fleshy-fruited species were 6 
removed less often (~20% vs. ~65%) in successional forests compared with open sites, but that 7 
they were dispersed longer distances (1.1 m vs. 0.5 m). However, more studies are needed to see 8 
if this is generally true. 9 
In contrast, we found that the input rate of seeds of anemochorous woody plant species 10 
was mainly influenced by the distance to the source of seeds (Teegalapalli et al. 2010). Because 11 
they create turbulence in the laminar flow of wind, it has been argued that the crowns of trees can 12 
act as a seed trap for anemochorous species in many systems (Callaway 2007). To the best of our 13 
knowledge, however, this possibility has not been studied in successional TDF. 14 
 15 
EFFECTS OF ESTABLISHED TREES ON POST-DISPERSAL SURVIVAL OF SEEDS.—Vieira and Scariot 16 
(2006a) found that seed desiccation appears to be more important in open areas than under tree 17 
canopies. This suggests a positive effect of tree canopy cover on seed survival via mitigation of 18 
conditions that desiccate seeds. However, species differ in the susceptibility of their seeds to 19 
desiccation under the dry conditions of early-successional environments; Vieira and Scariot 20 
(2006a) showed that species with thin seed coats and high water-content had a higher sensitivity 21 
to desiccation in open pasture than did other species.  22 
The changes in seed predation and removal by animals in different successional stages are 23 
more complex (Fig. 1). Hammond (1995) found that seeds in old successional (> 30 yr) and 24 
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mature forest were less prone to predation, which he attributed to the thickness of the litter layer 1 
that protects seeds from rodents and other predators. However, Wassie et al. (2010) found some 2 
evidence of higher rates of seed predation by rodents under a closed canopy (~93%) than gaps 3 
(~87%), which they attributed to gap-avoidance by rodents. Vieira and Scariot (2006a) showed 4 
that differences in the patterns of seed predation during secondary succession depended on the 5 
type of seed. They attributed this to variation in the activity of different seed predators ranging 6 
from insects to large mammals in forests at different successional stages. More studies, especially 7 
if they measure micro-scale climatic conditions, are needed to disentangle these complex effects 8 
of established trees on seed desiccation and predation that depend on the interaction of type of 9 
seed, type of consumer and successional stage. 10 
 11 
EFFECTS OF ESTABLISHED TREES ON SEED GERMINATION.—Through the measurement of seed 12 
germination relative to natural seed rain, Hardwick et al. (1997) showed a higher germination 13 
rate under forest cover than under the cover of herbs and shrubs in post-agricultural successional 14 
vegetation in Thailand. For one species they documented 96 percent of germination in forest vs. 1 15 
percent at the edge of a clearing and 54 percent at the centre of a clearing; for another species 16 
germination in these habitats was 11, 8, and 7 percent (respectively). The values for the first 17 
species suggest that canopy cover might have a positive effect on seed germination (Fig. 1), 18 
which is consistent with the results of two of three studies carried out in controlled environments 19 
(Hardwick et al. 1997, McLaren & McDonald 2003a, but see Ray & Brown 1995). 20 
Supplementary watering also had a positive effect on germination in the experiment of McLaren 21 
and McDonald (2003a), but the results of Hardwick et al. (1997) were species-specific. Both 22 
studies also found an interaction of shading and watering treatments, at least for some of the 23 
tested species. McLaren and McDonald (2003a) observed that watering increased germination 24 
11 
 
rate only for the unshaded treatments, which suggests that supplementary water is needed only 1 
under the desiccating environment of full sunlight. Moisture conditions therefore seem to be 2 
important in explaining the positive effect of established trees on seed germination of TDF 3 
species. However, more field studies are required to substantiate these effects, especially those 4 
monitoring seasonal variation in soil moisture under different forms of vegetation cover. 5 
The response of seed germination to established trees is likely to differ between species. 6 
Of the three species that they tested, Hardwick et al. (1997) found that germination was most 7 
strongly promoted by shade or by additional watering in the largest-seeded species. Shading also 8 
promoted germination of the two smaller-seeded species, but additional watering benefited 9 
germination only for one of the two. Tests of a greater number of species are needed to establish 10 
relationships with seed traits such as seed moisture content, seed size and presence of a hard coat. 11 
 12 
EFFECTS OF ESTABLISHED TREES ON SEEDLING ESTABLISHMENT.—A majority of studies reported a 13 
positive net effect of established trees on seedling survival for at least some of the seedling 14 
species studied (Teketay 1997, Hoffmann 2000, Cabin et al. 2002a, McLaren & McDonald 15 
2003b, Vieira et al. 2006, Santiago-Garcia et al. 2008, Wolfe & Van Bloem 2012). However, 16 
some studies did report a net negative effect (Marod et al. 2004, González-Rivas et al. 2009, 17 
Castro-Marin et al. 2011). In contrast, for seedling growth the majority of studies reported a 18 
negative effect of established trees (but see Hoffmann 2000, Santiago-Garcia et al. 2008). 19 
Established trees appear to influence seedling mortality by changing water availability 20 
(Fig. 1). Six experimental studies reported a positive effect of shading on TDF seedling survival 21 
(Ray & Brown 1995, Cabin et al. 2002b, McLaren & McDonald 2003a, Vieira et al. 2008, 22 
Badano et al. 2011, Thaxton et al. 2012), which Cabin et al. (2002b) attributed to mitigation of 23 
desiccating conditions. Moreover, the three studies that experimentally altered water availability 24 
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all showed a positive impact of additional watering on seedling survival (McLaren & McDonald 1 
2003a, Marod et al. 2004, Thaxton et al. 2012). Water shortage was put forward as the main 2 
cause of mortality during the TDF dry season (Lieberman & Li 1992, Gerhardt 1996, Cabin et al. 3 
2002a, Marod et al. 2002, Vieira & Scariot 2006b). However, the effect of established trees on 4 
seedling survival mediated via water balance is relatively small in early stages of succession, 5 
when the canopy cover is still predominantly open (Hammond 1995). Regarding seedling growth, 6 
the effect of water availability differs amongst studies (Table 4). This effect may depend on the 7 
soil type, in particular its texture and plant-available water capacity (Marod et al. 2004, McLaren 8 
& McDonald 2003a). An experiment in which root competition was eliminated with trenches 9 
showed a negative effect of established trees below-ground, both on survival and growth of 10 
seedlings (Gerhardt 1996). Changes in water availability can affect seedling resource allocation 11 
(Blain & Kellman 1991), which can subsequently affect rates of water uptake (through allocation 12 
to root growth) and photosynthesis (through shoot allocation) and therefore modify the drought 13 
tolerance and growth of seedlings. 14 
Reduction of light availability by established trees can have a negative effect on seedling 15 
growth (Rincón & Huante 1993, McLaren & McDonald 2003a; Fig. 1). However, Badano et al. 16 
(2011) found that shading improved the physiological performance of seedlings, associated with 17 
reduction in leaf temperature. Moreover, shade can have a different effect on the growth of 18 
different parts of the plant: McLaren and McDonald (2003a) found that heavy shading enhanced 19 
growth in height while reducing growth in diameter and Rincón and Huante (1993) found that 20 
shading induced a higher allocation of biomass to leaves. These results suggest that shade causes 21 
an allocation of resources towards growth that can increase photosynthesis in the sub-canopy 22 
environment. 23 
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Our review suggests that the positive effect of established trees on seedling survival is 1 
predominantly mediated by moisture regime during the dry season and that the negative effect of 2 
trees on seedling growth is via limitation of light during the wet season (Cabin et al. 2002a, 3 
McLaren & McDonald 2003b, Vieira & Scariot 2006b, Wolfe & Van Bloem 2012). However, 4 
these effects are not independent, and physiological response of seedlings to one environmental 5 
condition may alter the effect of another. Rincón and Huante (1993) found that a higher light 6 
level induced a higher allocation of biomass to roots, which could enable a higher rate of water 7 
uptake and thus a reduction in mortality rate during the subsequent dry season. 8 
The capacity of established trees to cast shade during the dry season depends on their leaf 9 
phenology (evergreen or deciduous). Because deciduous trees cast little shade during the dry 10 
season, the local openness of the canopy, and hence microclimatic stress, increases with the 11 
proportion of deciduous trees. We hypothesize that the established trees in these forests would 12 
have too little or no positive effect on seedlings during the dry season to counterbalance a 13 
negative effect during the wet season (Vieira et al. 2006). Of the four field studies carried out in 14 
deciduous forests, three showed an overall negative effect of established trees on seedling 15 
survival (Table 3). Moreover, experimental manipulation of above-ground effects by thinning 16 
trees (Gerhardt 1996) showed that in deciduous forest the dominant above-ground effect is 17 
negative. In contrast, in semi-evergreen forest that retains some foliage during the dry season the 18 
net above-ground effect varied amongst the regenerating species. Leaf phenology of seedlings is 19 
likely to explain their species-specific response to the effect of established trees; deciduous 20 
species, for which growth is limited to the wet season, may be more sensitive than evergreen 21 
species to the negative effect of shading during this season (Ray & Brown 1995). In contrast, 22 
evergreen and semi-deciduous species may be more sensitive to water loss by transpiration 23 
during the dry season than deciduous species, as supported by Marod et al. (2004). 24 
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While research in TDF mainly focuses on effects mediated by light and moisture, there is 1 
also the potential for established trees to influence seedlings via competition for soil nutrients 2 
(Casper & Jackson 1997, Coomes & Grubb 2000) or increased nutrient availability to seedlings 3 
from litter decomposition (Callaway 2007, Berg & McClaugherty 2008, Cornwell et al. 2008; 4 
Fig. 1). Established trees could also have indirect effects on seedlings via insect herbivores (Fig. 5 
1). Using a factorial experimental design that controlled above- and below-ground interactions, 6 
Gerhardt (1998) found that the effects on seedlings of both were positive. She attributed the 7 
below-ground effect to root competition, which could decrease the nutritional value of seedling 8 
leaves and therefore their palatability and susceptibility to herbivory. She attributed the above-9 
ground effect to reduced light levels impeding insect activity (see also Badano et al. 2011). 10 
Nevertheless, the effects of herbivory on seedlings under canopy shade may be greater than in 11 
higher light levels; the consequences of reduced photosynthetic activity from lost leaf area are 12 
greater when photosynthesis is already limited at low light levels (Gerhardt 1998). 13 
 14 
STRESS GRADIENT HYPOTHESIS.—We found that there is evidence in support of the stress gradient 15 
hypothesis for seedling survival but not for seedling growth. For survival, the switching point 16 
from a higher probability of positive to negative effects of established trees with increasing MAR 17 
appears to occur at around 1400 mm (Fig. 2). This MAR threshold is similar to that found by 18 
McDonald et al. (2010) for a shift in TDF to dominance by sexual instead of vegetative 19 
reproduction. 20 
 21 
METHODOLOGICAL LIMITATIONS AND PRIORITIES FOR FUTURE RESEARCH.—The studies reviewed 22 
used a wide range of approaches. However, this diversity of methodological approaches can 23 
make it difficult to draw generalizations across studies. This issue, together with the low number 24 
15 
 
of studies and the rarity with which they reported any measure of the variance of their results, 1 
prevents the use of meta-analytical techniques (Koricheva & Gurevitch 2014). Nevertheless, our 2 
review does elucidate trends, identify gaps in current knowledge, and suggest future research 3 
directions. We identified five components of the interactions between established trees and 4 
subsequent regeneration during secondary succession that we suggest are the main priorities for 5 
future research. (1) There is a need for more studies of root interactions and other below-ground 6 
processes—either direct or mediated by mycorrhizal symbionts—and their impact on seedlings’ 7 
capacity to acquire water and nutrients (Coomes & Grubb 2000). (2) More research should focus 8 
on indirect interactions mediated by biotic agents such as seed dispersers/predators, herbivorous 9 
insects, symbionts or shared competitors, especially for the seedling establishment phase 10 
(Callaway 2007). (3) Factorial experiments in the field as well as controlled environments are 11 
needed to distinguish between the effect of shading on photosynthesis through modification of 12 
irradiance and the effect on desiccation through modification of temperature and moisture of air 13 
and soil. (4) There is a need for long-term studies in a broader diversity of sites—most of the 14 
studies reviewed were conducted in the Neotropics—on how the interactions between established 15 
trees and seedlings change as the latter develop into saplings and adults (Gomez-Aparicio et al. 16 
2004, Young et al. 2005, Callaway 2007). (5) Research on plant functional traits may help 17 
understanding of the species-specificity of the reviewed interactions. A focus on leaf 18 
phenological traits in both established trees and seedlings is particularly needed since leaf 19 
phenology influences above-ground microclimate and soil conditions through its effect on timing 20 
of water uptake and litter input (Hasselquist et al. 2010). Seed traits, especially seed size, 21 
moisture and nutrient content, and presence of a hard coat, as well as traits related to the 22 
acquisition and use of resources, e.g., allocation of biomass, dry matter content, and shoot and 23 
root architecture, should also be considered. Using a functional trait approach would be 24 
16 
 
especially interesting to determine if there is a trade-off in drought and shade tolerance of 1 
seedlings amongst species, or if there is a dichotomy between resource conservative strategies (of 2 
species able to tolerate low availability of both light and water) and resource acquisitive 3 
strategies (for species that show higher growth rate but require greater availability of both light 4 
and water resources) (Wright et al. 2004). While some of the reviewed studies that compared 5 
evergreen and deciduous species in TDF support the trade-off hypothesis (Ray & Brown 1995, 6 
Marod et al. 2004), they studied too few species to allow extrapolation of this finding. 7 
 In seasonal TDF, direct or indirect interactions between established trees and woody 8 
plants regenerating below their canopy are important at every stage of the regeneration process. 9 
The positive effects of established trees at early stages of regeneration support the importance of 10 
facilitation during secondary succession. However, during subsequent stages of regeneration as 11 
seedlings establish and grow, the effects become more complex and dependent on seasonality of 12 
rainfall and on species. Nevertheless, the effect of established trees on seedling survival shifts 13 
from positive to negative when MAR increases, in accord with the stress gradient hypothesis. 14 
Overall, the effect of established trees on regeneration during secondary succession in TDF 15 
remains poorly understood and a fruitful area for further research. 16 
 17 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 18 
 19 
This study has been supported by the European Commission under the FONASO Erasmus 20 
Mundus Joint Doctorate Programme. We gratefully acknowledge the valuable advice of Kurt 21 
McLaren and the help of James Brockington in editing the manuscript. The comments of 22 
Alexandra-Maria Klein, Emilio Bruna and three anonymous reviewers greatly improved the 23 
quality of the present article.  24 
17 
 
LITERATURE CITED 1 
 2 
ARONSON, J., D. VALLAURI, T. JAFFRÉ, and P. LOWRY. 2005. Restoring dry tropical forests. In S. 3 
Mansourian and D. Vallauri (Eds.). Forest restoration in landscapes – Beyond planting 4 
trees, pp. 285-290, New York, U.S.A.  5 
BADANO, E. I., O. R. SAMOUR-NIEVA, and J. FLORES. 2011. Emulating nurse plants to restore oak 6 
forests. Ecol. Eng. 37: 1244-1248. 7 
BECKNELL, J. M., L. KISSING KUCEK, and J. S. POWERS. 2012. Aboveground biomass in mature 8 
and secondary seasonally dry tropical forests: a literature review and global synthesis. 9 
For. Ecol. Manage. 276: 88-95. 10 
BERG, B., and C. MCCLAUGHERTY. 2008. Plant litter - decomposition, humus formation, carbon 11 
sequestration. Springer, Heidelberg, Germany. 12 
BERTNESS, M. D., and R. CALLAWAY. 1994. Positive interactions in communities. Trends Ecol. 13 
Evol. 9: 191-193. 14 
BLAIN, D., and M. KELLMAN. 1991. The effect of water-supply on tree seed-germination and 15 
seedling survival in a tropical seasonal forest in Veracruz, Mexico. J. Trop. Ecol. 7: 69-16 
83. 17 
BROOKER, R. W., F. T. MAESTRE, R. M. CALLAWAY, C. L. LORTIE, L. A. CAVIERES, G. 18 
KUNSTLER, P. LIANCOURT, K. TIELBORGER, J. M. J. TRAVIS, F. ANTHELME, C. ARMAS, L. 19 
COLL, E. CORCKET, S. DELZON, E. FOREY, Z. KIKVIDZE, J. OLOFSSON, F. PUGNAIRE, C. L. 20 
QUIROZ, P. SACCONE, K. SCHIFFERS, M. SEIFAN, B. TOUZARD, and R. MICHALET. 2008. 21 
Facilitation in plant communities: the past, the present, and the future. J. Ecol. 96: 18-34. 22 
BRUNO, J. F., J. J. STACHOWICZ, and M. D. BERTNESS. 2003. Inclusion of facilitation into 23 
ecological theory. Trends Ecol. Evol. 18: 119-125. 24 
18 
 
CABIN, R. J., S. G. WELLER, D. H. LORENCE, S. CORDELL, and L. J. HADWAY. 2002a. Effects of 1 
microsite, water, weeding, and direct seeding on the regeneration of native and alien 2 
species within a Hawaiian dry forest preserve. Biol. Conserv. 104: 181-190. 3 
CABIN, R. J., S. G. WELLER, D. H. LORENCE, S. CORDELL, L. J. HADWAY, R. MONTGOMERY, D. 4 
GOO, and A. URAKAMI. 2002b. Effects of light, alien grass, and native species additions 5 
on Hawaiian dry forest restoration. Ecol. Appl. 12: 1595-1610. 6 
CALLAWAY, R. M. 1995. Positive interactions among plants. Bot. Rev. 61: 306-349. 7 
CALLAWAY, R. M. 2007. Positive interactions and interdependence in plant communities. 8 
Springer, Dordrecht, The Netherlands. 9 
CALLAWAY, R. M., and L. R. WALKER. 1997. Competition and facilitation: a synthetic approach 10 
to interactions in plant communities. Ecology 78: 1958-1965. 11 
CASPER, B. B., and R. B. JACKSON. 1997. Plant competition underground. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 12 
28: 545-570. 13 
CASTRO-MARIN, G., M. TIGABU, B. GONZALEZ-RIVAS, and P. C. ODEN. 2011. Germination 14 
requirements and seedling establishment of four dry forest species from Nicaragua. Trop. 15 
Ecol. 52: 1-11. 16 
CHAZDON, R. L. 2003. Tropical forest recovery: legacies of human impact and natural 17 
disturbances. Perspect. Plant Ecol. Evol. Syst. 6: 51-71. 18 
CONNELL, J. H., and R. O. SLATYER. 1977. Mechanisms of succession in natural communities 19 
and their role in community stability and organization. Am. Nat. 111: 1119-1144. 20 
COOMES, D. A., and P. J. GRUBB. 2000. Impacts of root competition in forests and woodlands: a 21 
theoretical framework and review of experiments. Ecol. Monogr. 70: 171-207. 22 
CORNWELL, W. K., J. H. C. CORNELISSEN, K. AMATANGELO, E. DORREPAAL, V. T. EVINER, O. 23 
GODOY, S. E. HOBBIE, B. HOORENS, H. KUROKAWA, N. PÉREZ-HARGUINDEGUY, H. M. 24 
19 
 
QUESTED, L. S. SANTIAGO, D. A. WARDLE, I. J. WRIGHT, R. AERTS, S. D. ALLISON, P. 1 
VAN BODEGOM, V. BROVKIN, A. CHATAIN, T. V. CALLAGHAN, S. DÍAZ, E. GARNIER, D. 2 
E. GURVICH, E. KAZAKOU, J. A. KLEIN, J. READ, P. B. REICH, N. A. SOUDZILOVSKAIA, 3 
M. V. VAIERETTI, and M. WESTOBY. 2008. Plant species traits are the predominant 4 
control on litter decomposition rates within biomes worldwide. Ecol. Lett. 11: 1065-1071. 5 
FERGUSON, B. G., J. VANDERMEER, H. MORALES, and D. M. GRIFFITH. 2003. Post-agricultural 6 
succession in El Peten, Guatemala. Conserv. Biol. 17: 818-828. 7 
GERHARDT, K. 1996. Effects of root competition and canopy openness on survival and growth of 8 
tree seedlings in a tropical seasonal dry forest. For. Ecol. Manage. 82: 33-48. 9 
GERHARDT, K. 1998. Leaf defoliation of tropical dry forest tree seedlings - implications for 10 
survival and growth. Trees 13: 88-95. 11 
GOMEZ-APARICIO, L., R. ZAMORA, J. M. GOMEZ, J. A. HODAR, J. CASTRO, and E. BARAZA. 2004. 12 
Applying plant facilitation to forest restoration : a meta-analysis of the use of shrubs as 13 
nurse plants. Ecol. Appl. 14: 1128-1138. 14 
GONZÁLEZ-RIVAS, B., M. TIGABU, G. CASTRO-MARÍN, and P. ODÉN. 2009. Seed germination and 15 
seedling establishment of Neotropical dry forest species in response to temperature and 16 
light conditions. J. For. Res. 20: 99-104. 17 
GRUBB, P. J. 1977. The maintenance of species-richness in plant communities : the importance of 18 
the regeneration niche. Biol Rev 52: 107-145. 19 
HAMMOND, D. S. 1995. Post-dispersal seed and seedling mortality of tropical dry forest trees after 20 
shifting agriculture, Chiapas, Mexico. J. Trop. Ecol. 11: 295-313. 21 
HARDWICK, K., J. HEALEY, S. ELLIOTT, N. GARWOOD, and V. ANUSARNSUNTHORN. 1997. 22 
Understanding and assisting natural regeneration processes in degraded seasonal 23 
evergreen forests in northern Thailand. For. Ecol. Manage. 99: 203-214. 24 
20 
 
HASSELQUIST, N. J., M. F. ALLEN, and L. S. SANTIAGO. 2010. Water relations of evergreen and 1 
drought-deciduous trees along a seasonally dry tropical forest chronosequence. Oecologia 2 
164: 881-890. 3 
HOBBS, R. J., A. JENTSCH, and V. M. TEMPERTON. 2007. Restoration as a process of assembly 4 
and succession mediated by disturbance. In L. R. Walker, J. Walker and R. J. Hobbs 5 
(Eds.). Linking Restoration and Ecological Succession, pp. 150-167. Springer, New York, 6 
U.S.A. 7 
HOFFMANN, W. A. 2000. Post-establishment seedling success in the Brazilian Cerrado: A 8 
comparison of savanna and forest species. Biotropica 32: 62-69. 9 
HOLDRIDGE, L. R. 1967. Life zone ecology. Tropical Science Center, San Jose, Costa Rica. 10 
HOLL, K. D. 2012. Restoration of tropical forests. In J. Van Andel and J. Aronson (Eds.). 11 
Restoration ecology: the new frontier, second edition, pp. 103-114. Blackwell Publishing, 12 
Oxford, UK. 13 
JANZEN, D. H. 1988. Tropical dry forests - The most endangered major tropical ecosystem. In E. 14 
O. Wilson (Ed.). Biodiversity, pp. 130-137. National Academy of Sciences/Smithsonian 15 
Institution, Washington DC, U.S.A. 16 
KENNARD, D. K. 2002. Secondary forest succession in a tropical dry forest: patterns of 17 
development across a 50-year chronosequence in lowland Bolivia. J. Trop. Ecol. 18: 53-18 
66. 19 
KORICHEVA, J., and J. GUREVITCH. 2014. Uses and misuses of meta-analysis in plant ecology. J. 20 
Ecol. 102: 828-844. 21 
LEBRIJA-TREJOS, E., J. A. MEAVE, L. POORTER, E. A. PEREZ-GARCIA, and F. BONGERS. 2010. 22 
Pathways, mechanisms and predictability of vegetation change during tropical dry forest 23 
succession. Perspect. Plant Ecol. Evol. Syst. 12: 267-275. 24 
21 
 
LEBRIJA-TREJOS, E., E. A. PEREZ-GARCIA, J. A. MEAVE, L. POORTER, and F. BONGERS. 2011. 1 
Environmental changes during secondary succession in a tropical dry forest in Mexico. J. 2 
Trop. Ecol. 27: 477-489. 3 
LIEBERMAN, D., and M. LI. 1992. Seedling recruitment patterns in a tropical dry forest in Ghana. 4 
J. Veg. Sci. 3: 375-382. 5 
MAROD, D., U. KUTINTARA, H. TANAKA, and T. NAKASHIZUKA. 2002. The effects of drought and 6 
fire on seed and seedling dynamics in a tropical seasonal forest in Thailand. Plant Ecol. 7 
161: 41-57. 8 
MAROD, D., U. KUTINTARA, H. TANAKA, and T. NAKASHIZUKA. 2004. Effects of drought and fire 9 
on seedling survival and growth under contrasting light conditions in a seasonal tropical 10 
forest. J. Veg. Sci. 15: 691-700. 11 
MAZA-VILLALOBOS, S., P. BALVANERA, and M. MARTINEZ-RAMOS. 2011. Early regeneration of 12 
tropical dry forest from abandoned pastures: contrasting chronosequence and dynamic 13 
approaches. Biotropica 43: 666-675. 14 
MCDONALD, M. A., K. P. MCLAREN, and A. C. NEWTON. 2010. What are the mechanisms of 15 
regeneration post-disturbance in tropical dry forest? Environ. Evid. 16 
MCLAREN, K. P., and M. A. MCDONALD. 2003a. The effects of moisture and shade on seed 17 
germination and seedling survival in a tropical dry forest in Jamaica. For. Ecol. Manage. 18 
183: 61-75. 19 
MCLAREN, K. P., and M. A. MCDONALD. 2003b. Seedling dynamics after different intensities of 20 
human disturbance in a tropical dry limestone forest in Jamaica. J. Trop. Ecol. 19: 567-21 
578. 22 
22 
 
MILES, L., A. C. NEWTON, R. S. DEFRIES, C. RAVILIOUS, I. MAY, S. BLYTH, V. KAPOS, and J. E. 1 
GORDON. 2006. A global overview of the conservation status of tropical dry forests. J. 2 
Biogeogr. 33: 491-505. 3 
NEWTON, A. C. 2007. Forest ecology and conservation - A handbook of techniques. Oxford 4 
University Press, Oxford, UK. 5 
OPLER, P. A., H. G. BAKER, and W. F. GORDON. 1980. Plant reproductive characteristics during 6 
secondary succession in Neotropical lowland forest ecosystems. Biotropica 12: 40-46. 7 
POORTER, L. 2007. Are species adapted to their regeneration niche, adult niche, or both? Am. 8 
Nat. 169: 433-442. 9 
QUESADA, M., G. A. SANCHEZ-AZOFEIFA, M. ALVAREZ-ANORVE, K. E. STONER, L. AVILA-10 
CABADILLA, J. CALVO-ALVARADO, A. CASTILLO, M. M. ESPIRITO-SANTO, M. FAGUNDES, 11 
G. W. FERNANDES, J. GAMON, M. LOPEZARAIZA-MIKEL, D. LAWRENCE, L. P. C. 12 
MORELLATO, J. S. POWERS, F. D. NEVES, V. ROSAS-GUERRERO, R. SAYAGO, and G. 13 
SANCHEZ-MONTOYA. 2009. Succession and management of tropical dry forests in the 14 
Americas: review and new perspectives. For. Ecol. Manage. 258: 1014-1024. 15 
R CORE TEAM. 2013. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for 16 
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. 17 
RAY, G. J., and B. J. BROWN. 1995. Restoring Caribbean dry forests - evaluation of  tree 18 
propagation techniques. Restor. Ecol. 3: 86-94. 19 
RINCÓN, E., and P. HUANTE. 1993. Growth responses of tropical deciduous tree seedlings to 20 
contrasting light conditions. Trees 7: 202-207. 21 
SANCHEZ-AZOFEIFA, G. A., M. QUESADA, J. P. RODRIGUEZ, J. M. NASSAR, K. E. STONER, A. 22 
CASTILLO, T. GARVIN, E. L. ZENT, J. C. CALVO-ALVARADO, M. E. R. KALACSKA, L. 23 
23 
 
FAJARDO, J. A. GAMON, and P. CUEVAS-REYES. 2005. Research priorities for neotropical 1 
dry forests. Biotropica 37: 477-485. 2 
SANCHEZ-AZOFEIFA, G. A., and C. PORTILLO-QUINTERO. 2011. Extent and drivers of change of 3 
neotropical seasonally dry tropical forests. In R. Dirzo, H. S. Young, H. A. Mooney and 4 
G. Ceballos (Eds.). Seasonally dry tropical forests: ecology and conservation, pp. 45-58. 5 
Island Press, Washington, U.S.A. 6 
SANTIAGO-GARCIA, R. J., S. M. COLON, P. SOLLINS, and S. J. VAN BLOEM. 2008. The role of 7 
nurse trees in mitigating fire effects on tropical dry forest restoration: a case study. Ambio 8 
37: 604-608. 9 
SAYER, E. J. 2006. Using experimental manipulation to assess the roles of leaf litter in the 10 
functioning of forest ecosystems. Biol. Rev. 81: 1-31. 11 
TEEGALAPALLI, K., A. J. HIREMATH, and D. JATHANNA. 2010. Patterns of seed rain and seedling 12 
regeneration in abandoned agricultural clearings in a seasonally dry tropical forest in 13 
India. J. Trop. Ecol. 26: 25-33. 14 
TEKETAY, D. 1997. Seedling populations and regeneration of woody species in dry Afromontane 15 
forests of Ethiopia. For. Ecol. Manage. 98: 149-165. 16 
THAXTON, J. M., S. CORDELL, R. J. CABIN, and D. R. SANDQUIST. 2012. Non-native grass 17 
removal and shade increase soil moisture and seedling performance during Hawaiian dry 18 
forest restoration. Restor. Ecol. 20: 475-482. 19 
VIEIRA, D. L. M., and A. SCARIOT. 2006a. Effects of logging, liana tangles and pasture on seed 20 
fate of dry forest tree species in Central Brazil. For. Ecol. Manage. 230: 197-205. 21 
VIEIRA, D. L. M., and A. SCARIOT. 2006b. Principles of natural regeneration of tropical dry 22 
forests for restoration. Restor. Ecol. 14: 11-20. 23 
24 
 
VIEIRA, D. L. M., A. SCARIOT, and K. D. HOLL. 2006. Effects of habitat, cattle grazing and 1 
selective logging on seedling survival and growth in dry forests of Central Brazil. 2 
Biotropica 39: 269-274. 3 
VIEIRA, D. L. M., V. V. DE LIMA, A. CASSIO SEVILHA, and A. SCARIOT. 2008. Consequences of 4 
dry-season seed dispersal on seedling establishment of dry forest trees: should we store 5 
seeds until the rains? For. Ecol. Manage. 256: 471-481. 6 
WASSIE, A., T. BEKELE, F. STERCK, D. TEKETAY, and F. BONGERS. 2010. Postdispersal seed 7 
predation and seed viability in forest soils: implications for the regeneration of tree 8 
species in Ethiopian church forests. Afr. J. Ecol. 48: 461-471. 9 
WOLFE, B. T., and S. J. VAN BLOEM. 2012. Subtropical dry forest regeneration in grass-invaded 10 
areas of Puerto Rico: understanding why Leucaena leucocephala dominates and native 11 
species fail. For. Ecol. Manage. 267: 253-261. 12 
WRIGHT, I. J., P. B. REICH, M. WESTOBY, D. D. ACKERLY, Z. BARUCH, F. BONGERS, J. 13 
CAVENDER-BARES, T. CHAPIN, J. H. C. CORNELISSEN, M. DIEMER, J. FLEXAS, E. 14 
GARNIER, P. K. GROOM, J. GULIAS, K. HIKOSAKA, B. B. LAMONT, T. LEE, W. LEE, C. 15 
LUSK, J. J. MIDGLEY, M. L. NAVAS, U. NIINEMETS, J. OLEKSYN, N. OSADA, H. POORTER, 16 
P. POOT, L. PRIOR, V. I. PYANKOV, C. ROUMET, S. C. THOMAS, M. G. TJOELKER, E. J. 17 
VENEKLAAS, and R. VILLAR. 2004. The worldwide leaf economics spectrum. Nature 428: 18 
821-827. 19 
WYDHAYAGARN, C., S. ELLIOTT, and P. WANGPAKAPATTANAWONG. 2009. Bird communities and 20 
seedling recruitment in restoring seasonally dry forest using the framework species 21 
method in Northern Thailand. New For. 38: 81-97. 22 
25 
 
XIONG, Y., H. XIA, Z. A. LI, X. A. CAI, and S. FU. 2008. Impacts of litter and understory removal 1 
on soil properties in a subtropical Acacia mangium plantation in China. Plant Soil 304: 2 
179-188. 3 
YOUNG, T. P., D. A. PETERSEN, and J. J. CLARY. 2005. The ecology of restoration: historical 4 
links, emerging issues and unexplored realms. Ecol. Lett. 8: 662-673. 5 
ZELIKOVA, T. J., and M. D. BREED. 2008. Effects of habitat disturbance on ant community 6 
composition and seed dispersal by ants in a tropical dry forest in Costa Rica. J. Trop. 7 
Ecol. 24: 309-316.  8 
26 
 
TABLE 1. Selected studies. The total number of studies is 29 and the number of studies per 1 
regeneration stage and/or methodological approach is indicated in bold in the table. Some 2 
studies considered more than one regeneration stage and/or used more than one approach. 3 
 4 
 Regeneration stage 
Methodological 
approach 
Seed dispersal 
5 studies 
Seed survival 
3 studies 
Germination 
4 studies 
Seedling establishment 
21 studies 
In secondary 
successional 
forests 
13 studies 
 
Ferguson et al.(2003) 
Opler et al. (1980) 
Teegalapalli et al. 
(2010) 
Wydhayagarn et al. 
(2009) 
4 studies 
 
 
Hammond (1995) 
1 study 
 
Ray and Brown 
(1995) 
1 study 
 
Cabin et al. (2002a) 
Cabin et al. (2002b) 
Gerhardt (1996) 
Gerhardt (1998) 
González-Rivas et al. 
(2009) 
Hammond (1995) 
Ray and Brown (1995) 
Santiago-Garcia et al. 
(2008) 
Thaxton et al. (2012) 
9 studies 
Comparison of 
open areas and 
established tree 
cover or of 
different tree 
cover 
16 studies 
 
Teegalapalli et al. 
(2010) 
Wydhayagarn et al. 
(2009) 
Zelikova and Breed 
(2008) 
3 studies 
 
Vieira and Scariot 
(2006a) 
Wassie et al. 
(2010) 
2 studies 
 
Hardwick et al. 
(1997) 
1 study 
 
Cabin et al. (2002a) 
Castro-Marin et al. (2011) 
González-Rivas et al. 
(2009) 
Hoffmann (2000) 
Marod et al. (2004) 
McLaren and McDonald 
(2003b) 
27 
 
Santiago-Garcia et al. 
(2008) 
Teketay (1997) 
Vieira et al. (2006) 
Wolfe and Van Bloem 
(2012) 
10 studies 
Experimental 
manipulation 
of 
environmental 
conditions 
12 studies 
 
0 study 
 
0 study 
 
Blain and 
Kellman 
(1991) 
Hardwick et al. 
(1997) 
McLaren and 
McDonald 
(2003a) 
Ray and Brown 
(1995) 
4 studies 
 
Badano et al. (2011) 
Blain and Kellman (1991) 
Cabin et al. (2002b) 
Gerhardt (1996) 
Gerhardt (1998) 
Marod et al. (2004) 
McLaren and McDonald 
(2003a) 
Ray and Brown (1995) 
Rincón and Huante (1993) 
Thaxton et al. (2012) 
Vieira et al. (2008) 
11 studies 
  1 
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TABLE 2. Location and site history of the reviewed studies of forests that were undergoing 1 
secondary succession. Studies that just compared open areas and areas with established trees, 2 
and experimental studies carried out in controlled environments are not included in this table. 3 
   4 
Reference Country Past land-use Time since the 
beginning of 
secondary succession 
(abandonment of past 
land-use) (yr) 
Cabin et al. (2002a) Hawaii Degradation by cattle and feral goats 42 
Cabin et al. (2002b) Hawaii Human disturbance 1-2 
Ferguson et al. (2003) Guatemala Agriculture (agroforestry, swidden 
cultivation, pasture, intensive 
monoculture) 
0-4 
Gerhardt (1996) Costa Rica Pasture 25 
Gerhardt (1998) Costa Rica Pasture 25 
González-Rivas et al. (2009) Nicaragua Agricultural crops 4, 9, 14 
Hammond (1995) Mexico Shifting agriculture 2, 4, 10, 30 
Ray and Brown (1995) Virgin Islands Grazing 35 
Santiago-Garcia et al. (2008) Puerto Rico Pasture 0 
Teegalapalli et al. (2010) India Rice cultivation 4 
Thaxton et al. (2012) Hawaii Degradation by ungulates and fire >10 
Wydhayagarn et al. (2009) Thailand Agricultural crops 8 (active restoration) 
29 
 
TABLE 3. Main results of studies on effects of established trees on seedlings in tropical dry 1 
forests. + indicates a positive effect of established trees on seedlings, - indicates a negative effect 2 
and 0 indicates an absence of significant effect. Several types of effect are indicated as +/0 or 0/-, 3 
meaning that the effect differs between seedling species. Mean annual rainfalls are those given in 4 
the source papers. When shown, the standard error reflects the variation between years. The 5 
number of dry months can be given as a range (e.g., 4 to 5). When there are two dry seasons, the 6 
length of both is given (e.g., 5 and 3). The number of studied seedling species distinguishes those 7 
that are experimentally seeded or planted, or naturally regenerated (“natural”). 8 
 9 
Reference Community 
leaf 
phenology  
Mean 
annual 
rainfall 
(mm) 
Number 
of dry 
months 
Number of 
studied 
seedling 
species 
Treatments Net effect 
of 
established 
tree on 
survival 
Net effect 
of 
established 
tree on 
growth 
Cabin et al. 
(2002a) 
no data 500 irregular 6 (seeded)  closed canopy 
open area 
+ no data 
McLaren and 
McDonald 
(2003b) 
no data 780 4 to 5 64 (natural) clear cut 
50% cut 
uncut 
+ - 
Santiago-
Garcia et al. 
(2008) 
no data 860 4 and 2 
 
24 (planted) closed canopy 
open area 
+ + 
Wolfe and Van 
Bloem 
(2012) 
no data 860 4 and 2 14 (planted) forest 
un-burnt and 
burnt grass 
area 
+ - 
30 
 
Teketay (1997) evergreen 1200 5 and 1 
 
2 (natural) 
3 (planted) 
closed canopy 
open area 
+/0 0/- 
Vieira et al. 
(2006) 
deciduous 1236 ± 
50 
6 7 (planted) closed canopy 
open area 
+ - 
González-
Rivas et al. 
(2009) 
deciduous 1431 ± 
369 
5 2 (survival) 
1 (growth) 
(all planted) 
closed canopy 
partially open 
open area 
- - 
Castro-Marin 
et al. (2011) 
deciduous 1431 ± 
369 
5 3 (survival) 
1 (growth) 
(all planted) 
closed canopy 
partially open 
open area 
- - 
Hoffmann 
(2000) 
no data 1480 5 3 (forest 
species, 
planted) 
dense canopy 
intermediate  
open area 
+/0 + 
Marod et al. 
(2004) 
deciduous 1546 5 6 (planted) closed canopy 
open area 
- - 
  1 
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TABLE 4. Main results of studies on the effects of light and water factors on seedling 1 
establishment in tropical dry forests. + indicates a positive effect of shading/watering on 2 
seedlings, - a negative effect and 0 an absence of significant effect. +/0, +/- and 0/- indicate that 3 
results vary between seedling species. N stands for nursery, GC for growth chamber, GH for 4 
greenhouse, F for field, Natural for naturally regenerating, NT for not tested, S for shading, NS 5 
for no shading, W for watering, and NW for no watering.  6 
 7 
 Cabin et 
al. 
(2002b) 
Thaxton et 
al. (2012) 
Rincón 
and 
Huante 
(1993) 
Badano 
et al. 
(2011) 
McLaren 
and 
McDonald 
(2003a) 
Ray and 
Brown 
(1995) 
Vieira et 
al. 
(2008) 
Marod et al. 
(2004) 
Experiment F F GC F N F GH F 
Location Hawaii Hawaii Mexico Mexico Jamaica Virgin 
Islands  
Brazil Thailand 
Mean annual 
rainfall 
(mm) 
500 500-750 748 750-900 780 1140 1236 1546 
Number of 
dry months 
highly 
variable 
not 
distinctly 
seasonal 
8 8 4-5 4 6 5 
Number of 
studied 
species 
12 and 
natural  
11 5 2 4 10 8 6 
Water 
treatment 
NT additional 
ambient 
NT NT regular W 
NW 
NT NT W during 
dry season 
NW 
32 
 
Artificial 
shading (% 
of full 
sunlight) 
NS  
S (50%) 
NS  
S (60%) 
as in 
medium 
size gap  
as under 
canopy 
NS  
S (20%) 
NS (86%) 
partial S 
(37%) 
heavy S 
(6%) 
NS  
S (25%) 
NS 
(72%) 
partial S 
(40%) 
heavy S 
(10 %) 
NT 
Effect of supplementary water  
Survival NT + NT NT + NT NT +/0 
Growth         
diameter NT NT NT NT + NT NT +/0 
height NT 0 NT NT + NT NT 0 
Effect of shading 
Survival +/0 + NT + + + + NT 
Growth         
diameter NT NT NT NT + (partial S) 
- (heavy S) 
NT +/- NT 
height NT + NT NT + 0 NT NT 
biomass NT NT - NT NT 0/- +/- NT 
Effect of interaction between supplementary water and shading 
Survival NT 0 NT NT + NT NT NT 
Growth         
diameter NT NT NT NT 0 NT NT NT 
height NT 0 NT NT 0 NT NT NT 
  1 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 1 
 2 
FIGURE 1. Mechanisms underlying the effect of trees that establish in the early stages of 3 
secondary succession on subsequent regeneration of woody plants in seasonally dry tropical 4 
forests. Each mechanism is shown by two arrows: one from the established trees’ box to either 5 
the box of abiotic factors or the box of biotic factors and the other from the factors’ box to the 6 
regeneration box. This figure synthesises the main trends discussed in the review. The plus, 7 
minus and zero symbols indicate positive, negative and absence of effect, respectively. The 8 
different types of arrow are only used for the visual clarity of the figure. The letters on the arrows 9 
refer to the factors influencing the effect considered: a successional stage, b predator type, c leaf 10 
phenology of the established tree species, d density of canopy cover, e seed type, f regenerating 11 
species and g intensity of shading. 12 
 13 
FIGURE 2. Probability of observing a net positive effect or a net negative effect of established 14 
trees on seedling survival in seasonally dry tropical forests as a function of the mean annual 15 
rainfall. Models fitted with logistic regressions: positive effect (P = 0.008, R² = 0.43), negative 16 
effect (P = 0.009, R² = 0.56)17 
 18 
